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R.A. Fisher, in his 1929 book The Genetical Theory of Natural Selection, noted that Charles Darwin believed in the theory of
blending inheritance, and that this conditioned his views on variation and therefore on theories for the possible causes of
evolution. Darwin realized that blending, or fusion, inheritance reduces variation and that all variability must be
continually at work, or else natural selection would have nothing to act upon. Thus, blending inheritance forced Darwin
and others to attach great importance to hypothetical means of producing variability or, as we would see it now, there was
a need for mutations to be arising all of the time, to defeat the inevitable regression to homogeneity.
Darwin and his contemporaries were all Lamarckians. The arch-Lamarckian was, of course, Lamarck himself, who
thought it was enough for animals to want to change and that the right mutations would be produced to satisfy these
desires in their progeny. Darwin thought it was the adaptive changes themselves that triggered the mutations; others
postulated evolutionary forces that acted from the outside, or intrinsic urges in organisms themselves.
It was Mendel’s discoveries that dispelled all of this nonsense. Most people remember him for his laws of
segregation, but it is his theory of particulate inheritance that provided the fundamental basis for evolution by natural
selection, and that enabled natural selection to be studied, not as the junior partner in Darwin’s theory, but as the central
agency working with particulate inheritance. As everybody knows, Mendel’s discoveries lay neglected and unknown
until their rediscovery 100 years ago this year.
I have gone into all of this because I become more and more conscious that most people do not understand evolution
by natural selection. As direct evidence, I offer the following. A few months ago, an old friend, Jack Dunitz, reminded
me that in 1994 I had signed a circular letter to do with journal publication, following which he had written to me under a
pseudonym and that I still owed him a reply. I have no memory either of the circular or of receiving his letter. However,
he was good enough to forward me a copy of his letter, and I reproduce it here together with my belated reply.
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Elysian Fields
Box 21
Evolution Department
December 8, 1994
Dear Dr Brenner,
A circular letter signed by you and sent to several
colleagues has recently been forwarded to me at the
above address. You suggest a system in which editors go
out of their way to select the best articles and papers for
publication has some features in common with the theory
of natural selection that I promulgated in the middle of
the last century. 
I consider it my duty to inform you that such a
system is totally contrary to the kind of selection process
that I had in mind. In fact, you are appealing to the
intervention of a higher being to select what is good
and to reject what is bad. This is not at all what I had
in mind.
I regret very much that I did not make myself
clearer and that you have misunderstood me in this
important point.
Yours faithfully,
Charles Darwin
The Ashes
Inferno Way, Fireproof Box 666
Hell
May 18, 2000
Dear Charlie,
I hope you get this reply which I have had printed on
titanium sheets. I trust you recall that your theory included
something that was outside organisms and which acted on
them to exercise selection. This is the environment.
In our circular, we simply suggested that editors should
constitute an effective environment. Perhaps we did not
make it clear enough, but it is reproductive success that is
important. We were not interested in the papers — these
constitute the phenotype; it is the survival of authors that
is the key issue. Selection against certain papers would
render their authors extinct; they would fail to get grants
and gain promotion, and they would not train others. I
suppose that with your dependence on blending
inheritance and your failure to keep up with modern
literature your complaint might be excused.
You will note from my address that I have nothing to do
with Supreme Beings. The same could not be said of you.
Yours,
Uncle Syd
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